


































































MANURE MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Navu Farms, Inc. 

Proposed Abattoir/ Ag Building/Livestock Facility 
7300 West Delta Avenue 

Tracy, California 95304 

Assessor's Parcel Number: 213-020-38 and 213-020-41 

Zoning: AG-40 General Plan: A/G 

Permit Application Number: PA-1800316 

September 10, 2020 

Prepared for: 
Mr. Ahmed Hussein 
232 San Marco Ave. 

San Bruno, CA 94066 

(650) 676-9687

and

The San Joaquin County Environmental Health Department 

© Copyright 2020. Chesney Consulting. All Rights Reserved. Project No: MMP-126.19D 

P .0. Box 3794 0 Turlock, CA 95381 0 209.402.1652 0 ddchesney@charter.net 



INTRODUCTION 

Mr. Ahmed Hussein, Command Sergeant Major (Ret.) United States Army, is proposing to construct an Ag 
Building, an Abattoir and livestock holding pens on property he owns at 7300 West Delta Ave. in Tracy CA. 

The San Joaquin County Environmental Health Department (EHD) is requiring a Manure Management Plan 
(MMP) regarding the on-site animals. 

Due to a variety of complaints lodged from neighbors against Mr. Hussein's proposed project, he has 
subsequently decided to reduce his originally anticipated animal population by one-half and transport all 
generated manure off-site under manifest. 

This revised Version of Mr. Hussein's M,anure Management Plan specifies the proposed management of the 
manure generated and also calculates the anticipated nitrogen output to be transported off-site. 

The following are informational items: 

1. The livestock will be mostly confined to pens. Animals may be grazed in fenced-in pasture land on
Parcel 213-020-38, which is 36.46 acres.

2. Pasture grazing may be conducted by the following animals: cows, goats, and sheep/lambs.

3. Chicken population is proposed to be approximately 1,000. The chickens will be housed in what is
referred to as environmental houses, whereby manure drops to the ground from cages and is then raked up
and transported to the manure holding pens, referenced below.

4. Manure from all animal types will be raked up from the pens and stored in a 10 ft x 10 ft four-sided,
roofed structure. The east-facing side of this structure, opposite the predominate wind direction, opens to
allow easy access for manure storage and retrieval. Manure wi 11 be transported off-site on a weekly basis in
Mr. Hussein's seven-yard dump trailer. The trailer is equipped with hooks so that the load can be covered.

5. Manure will be taken to the Kiefer Landfill (KLF) in Sacramento. Mr. Ken Pereira, Supervising Waste
Management Specialist I, County of Sacramento - Department of Waste Management & Recycling has
conveyed to Mr. Hussein that KLF will accept animal manure waste. The manure can also be transported to
Ralph Hayes and Son, Inc., which is located approximately two miles from the subject property for delivery
to their customers.

6. Proper pest control will be implemented if needed, particularly during the warmer times of any given
year.

7. Animal feeding will be conducted by hand. Feed will be in bulk containers (e.g., bags, totes, plastic
drums, etc.) which will be stored in a locked sea container.

ANALYSIS 

To analyze the amount nitrogen from the on-site manure generation that any receiving cropland can 
assimilate, actual samples were obtained from goat and chicken manures. There are no cattle presently on 
the subject property. Therefore, manure samples could not be obtained. Book values were used below. 
Sheep and goats are similar in manure nitrogen content and production. 
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TABLE 1 

ANIMAL MANURE 

PRODUCTION 

PER YEAR 
NITRATE 

(Est.) 
NITROGEN 

Goat/Sheep 6 lbs/day 0.003% = 
50 goats/sheep = 0.06 lbs/ton = 
300 lbs/day x 365 d/y 0.02 lbs/ton 
= 109,500 lbs/y (as rcv'd.) 
= 54.8 tons/y 

Chicken 0.33 lbs/day 0.003% = 

1,000 chickens = 0.06 lbs/ton = 
330 lbs/day x 365 d/y 0.02 lbs/ton 

= 120,450 lbs/y (as rcv'd.) 
= 60.3 tons/y 

Beef Cattle 7 lbs/day 

(Book 
5 steers = 

35 lbs/day x 365 d/y = 
Values) 12,775 lbs/y = 

6.4 tons/y 
;; .,, 

TOTALS 122 tons manure/yr 

Transuorted 

Off-Site 
.,, 

CONCLUSIONS 

NITROGEN FRACTIONS (As Tested) 

ORGANIC 

NITROGEN 

1.64% = 
32.8 lbs/ton = 
13.2 lbs/ton 
(as rcv'd.) 

4.34% = 

87 lbs/ton = 

29.6 lbs/ton 

(as rcv'd.) 

" 

;. .. . ; 

AMMONIA 

NITROGEN 

0.007% = 
0.14 lbs/ton= 

0.056 lbs/ton 
(as rcv'd.) 

0.087% = 

1.7 lbs/ton = 

0.58 lbs/ton 

(as rcv'd.) 

TOTAL 

NITROGEN 

1.65% = 
33 lbs/ton= 

13.3 lbs/ton 
(as rcv'd) = 

54.8 tons /yr x 13.3 

lbs N/ton = 

729 lbs N/yr 

4.65% = 
93 lbs/ton = 

31.6 lbs/ton 

(as rcv'd) = 
60.3 tons /yr x 

31.6 lbs N/ton = 
1,903 lbs N/yr 

6.4 tons/yr x 12 lbs 
N/ton = 
77 lbs N/yr 

2,709 lbs N/yr 

Transuorted 

Off-Site 

The calculations above quantify the animal manure production in tons per year correlated with the amount 
of nitrogen exported off-site, in pounds per year. These nitrogen production calculations from manure are 
based upon the maximum number of animals, year-round. Animal populations will not be at the stated 
maximum all year, thus incorporating a significant safety factor. 

If there should be any questions regarding this document, please contact the undersigned. 

Respectfully submitted, 
CHESNEY CONSULTING 

Don Chesney, PE 
Registered Civil Engin 
Certified Crop Advisor, Manure Management and Registered Nitrogen Management Plan Specialist #341829 
Licensed Agricultural Pest Control Advisor #74363 
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Sisk. 
4506 S. Commons Rd. Turlock, Ca. 95380 

6/5/2019 

To Whom It May Concern, 

Sisk Recycling is a Tallow company that has been in business since 1965. 
We service-dairies, restaurants, and meat stores throughoutihe-Northem CA 
reg10n. 

Our company is quite interested in working with Ahmed Hussein when his 
Slaughter Company is up and running. We have the means and facility to 
handle the loads he has outlined to us. 

If you have any questions the office hours are: 
Monday- Friday 8am to 4:30pm. 

Regards, 

Carolyn Harwood, Office Mgr. 
Sisk Recycling 

0: 209-667-1451 F: 209-667-1672 C: 209-366-3868 
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November 25, 201-9 

Ahmed F-lus_sein 
Navu Farms, Inc. 
232 San Marco Ave 
San Bruno, Ca 94066 

RE: Soil SuitabilityJNitrate Loading Study 
7300 West Delta Avenue, Tracy 

Environmental Health Department 

Kasey Foley, REHS, Interim Director 

PROGRAM COORDINATORS 
Robert McClellon, REHS 

Jeff Carruesco, REHS, RDI 
Willy Ng, REHS 

Muniappa Naidu, REHS 
Michael Kith, REHS 

Melissa Nissin1, REHS 

APN 213-020-38 and 213-020-41, PA-1800316, SR0081147 

Questa Er:igineering Corp reviewed the- Soil Suitability/Nitrate Loading (SSNL) Study and the engineered 
OWTS design, date_d September 6, 2019, and the response

1 
dated Novemser 20, 2019, for the Environmental 

Health Departm-e:nt (EHD). 

The SSNL Study was prepared to determine the suitability of the above noted parcel for onsite wastewater 
treatment system (OWTS) usage and the potential impact of nitrate to groundwater for a development project 
at above noted location. The development project includes a 4,000 square foot agricultural building and 
slaughterhouse, a 6,000 square foot chicken enclosure, 3 employees and 2 customers operating 2 days per 
week plus holidays for the above noted location. 

Based on the information provided, the EHD can make the following findings: 

1. The SSNL Study supports the suitability for the OWTS usage with the following conditions:

a. The engineered system, dated September 6, 2019, has been reviewed and accepted.
b. Annual permit is required. Fee for annual operating permit is due at time of OWTS permit

application.
c. To monitor the effectiveness of the engineered system, which is designed to mitigate the

requirement for minimum soil depth from the bottom of the dispersal system to the
groundwateF, quarterly sampling of the groundwater for nitrate near dispersal field is required.
The first sampling shall be done six (6) months afte'r the OWTS installation. Sampling results
shall be submitted to EHD for review. The EHD may reduce the sampling frequency after one
year of sampling.

d. Sampling port shall be installed under EHD permit and inspection.
e. The comments and recommendations resulting from the review are attached for your

consideration.

2. According to EHD records, the existing well was constructed in 2012 for agricultural use and is not a
suitable source for the potable water supply for the new development. A potable water supply that
can provide a consistent source of safe and clean water adequate for human consumption, cooking,
and sanitary purposes for the proposed development project needs to be established prior to the
issuance of building permits (2016 CA Plumbing Code, Section 601.2).

1868 E. Hazelton Avenue I Stockton, California 95205 I T 209 468-3420 I F 209 464-0138 I www.sjgov.org/ehd 
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If you have any questions please contact Michael Kith, REHS, Program Coordinator at mkith@sjgov.org or 
(209) 468-3444.

___ ........ · 
� 

v�/ 
Michael Kith, RE-HS 
Program Coordinator 

Attachment 

c: Don Chesney, PE, Chesney Consulting 
Giuseppe Sanfilippo, Community Development Department 



TO: Kasey Foley, REHS 

MEMORANDUM 
ENGINE Ell, I NG CORP. 

Interim Director, San Joaquin Environmental Health Department 

FROM: Norman Hantzsche; PE, Questa-Engineering Corpora17�1:/; 

DATE: November 22, 2019 

SUBJECT: Final - OWTS Design Review for Navu Fam1s,-Inc., 7300 West Delta Ave;Tracy 

Civil, 
Environmcn ta/ 

Et Water 
Resources 

In my desig_n review memorandum of November 13, 2019, I noted that the OWTS design for the
subject project proposed a 5-ft groundwater separation- below the disposal fie-I:d rather than· 8-ft, 
as required by-San Joaquin County OWTS regulations (TableJ.10.2). T.he response letter of 
November 20, 2019 from the designer (Don Chesney:), argued.against imposing the 8-ft 
separation standard on the basis that(a) the clay loam soil conditions provide suitable texture 
and biological activity for treatment ofbacteria and viruses and (b) due to the very smal1 volume
of wastewater discharge and oversized leachfield, there will be more than adequate time and 
space for soil absorption and treatment. 

I agree with the above rationale presented by the designer and believe it satisfies the footnote
exception to the County percolation-groundwater separation criterion (Table 1.10.2) which 
allows for an alternative separation distance if" ... mitigated by the system-design or 
enhancement". 

1 

Box 70356, 1220 Brickyard Cove R1. Suite 206 Pt. Richmond, CA 94807 T: 510/236.6114 F: 510/236.2423 E: Questa@QuestaEC.com 




